This study examined the possible relationship between inmates' drug-related incidents in a jail system and their incidents of violence in the same jail system. If unauthorized drugs in a jail predict the likelihood of violence, one would expect to see a statistically significant and positive correlation between the number of drug incidents, such as drug crime and drug-related occurrences, and the number of violent incidents, such as batteries and assaults. In other words, one would expect that the more deputies reported drug-related incidents in a jail system the more likely they would also report violent incidents in that jail system. The result of this study supports that there is a meaningful relationship between offenders' drug-related incidents and incidents of violence in correctional facilities. This research found a significant and positive correlation between the number of offenders' drug-related incidents and the number of offenders' violent incidents. Although this research revealed other significant correlations, the strongest relationship among all correlated variables examined in this research was between the number of drug-related incidents and the number of battery incidents. This study discusses other significant findings about jail incident reports.
Introduction
According to a recent study by Connor and Tewksbury (2016) , drug-related inmate misconduct and other types of inmate misconduct had a positive correlation. In their study, the overall number of inmate misbehaviors was positively associated with the number of drug-related misbehaviors. The authors found that as offenders' number of non-drugrelated disciplinary infractions increased, so did their likelihood of partaking in drug-related misconduct. The authors also found that the number of the minor disciplinary infractions was positively associated with the number of reported drug-related misbehaviors. The authors' research supports that inmates who partake in prison misconduct are more likely to be involved in drug-related activityand vise versa. Connor and Tewksbury's (2016) research helps to explain why prisons across the United States prohibit inmates' access to unprescribed or otherwise unauthorized drugs.
Statement of the Problem
As reported by the authors, one limitation of the Connor and Tewksbury's (2016) study was its lack of representation beyond their target population. The authors limited their study to a Midwestern prison system population. Drawing inferences from the sample to other settings can threaten external validity (Creswell, 2009 ). The findings, as asserted by the researchers, might not apply to inmates in the custody of other jurisdictions. The current study partly addressed this problem by supplying a similar research focus in a correctional system outside of the Midwestern area. This study focused on a Southern jail system in California. The current research, therefore, added to the scholarly literature and contributed to existing knowledge in the Criminal Justice field. Also, Connor and Tewksbury (2016) limited their work to minor disciplinary infractions and drug-related misbehavior. The current study supplied depth to Connor and Tewksbury's (2016) work because the current research includes more serious drug-related crime and crimes involving criminal violence.
Literature Review and Theoretical Framework
In this section, this article supplies a summary of Connor and Tewksbury's (2016) literature analysis as it pertains to drugs and violent misconduct. Next, this article builds upon their examination by supplying more recent research findings and conclusions. This part of this article focuses on the effect and lack of effect of drug-incidents on violentincidents occurring in correctional facilities from the years 2015 to 2019. This researcher constructed this literature review using his access to all Sage Journal Publications from 2015 to 2019. Specifically, this researcher conducted the scholarly examination using his access to the Sage Journal's "Advanced Search" for peer-reviewed articles. This researcher used the following key words: inmate AND drug.
Although Connor and Tewksbury (2016) provided citations that span back to 1958, the current article's summary of the authors' literature focuses solely on the authors' compilation of research findings with respect to the possible relationship between drug-related misconduct and violent misconduct among incarcerated persons. For the purposes of the current study, this researcher accepts the theoretical framework, deprivation theory, emphasized by Connor and Tewksbury (2016) . The authors assume that inmates' drug-related actions may be the consequence of the inmates' inability to deal with the pressures of imprisonment or their perceived obligations to resist the prison officials. This theory assumes tenants of the modern rational choice theorydesire and avoidance of pain. Rational choice theory, like the classical deterrence theory, asserts that a rational decision is based, in part, on a violator's free will, or faulty perception of free will (see Harris, 2012) , and natural pursuit of pleasure and avoidance of pain (Carbo, 2012) . Deprivation theory, as it may relate to using drugs as a coping mechanism or for other reasons, assumes that inmates are aware of the availability of unauthorized drugs in the correctional facility. Awareness is also a tenant of the rational choice theory. The theoretical orientation of rational choice acknowledges that making rational choice decisions are constrained by the availability of relevant information, the perception or awareness of that information, and the knowledge of that information (Aguiar & Francisco, 2009; see Beauregard & Leclerc, 2007; Cornish and Clarke, 1986) . Finally, the pains of imprisonment are related to rational choice through the classical deterrence theory (Windzio, 2006) . However, because it is beyond the scope of the current study, this article ignored the researchers' literature that focused on drug-related health issues, although there are many (see Zed, 2005) , and issues other than the relationship between drugs and violent misconduct in correctional facilities, such as relationships between drug use and sexually transmitted diseases (e.g., Potter & Rosky, 2014) or relationships between violence in a correctional facility and education levels of the inmates in those facilities (e.g., Morris, Longmire, Buffington-Vollum, & Vollum, 2010) .
Therefore, this article begins its summary with the first literature research finding specifically about drugs and violence in correctional facilities from Connor and Tewksbury's (2016) literary compilation. Their first finding is that there is support that correctional institution violence is a consequence of a presence of illegal or unauthorized drugs (see Feucht & Keyser, 1999; Prendergast, Campos, Farabee, Evans, & Martinez, 2004) . The prime result of the current study, as later conferred, is consistent with this finding.
Next, incarcerated individuals who use drugs may encourage violent acts because users are likely to behave aggressively. Furthermore, the distribution of drugs and the predictable disagreements between drug dealers and drug recipients in correctional facilities promote violence (i.e., assaults and murders; Pollock, 2013) . In addition, due to the presence of drugs in a correctional facility and the need of drug dealers' requirements to deal with thieves, informants, competitors, and inmates who are reluctant to involve themselves in drug smuggling, physical force may become necessary (Williamson et al., 1997) . Finally, incarceration for a drug offense predict assaults (Steiner & Wooldredge, 2009b ) and assaultive behavior (Steiner & Wooldredge, 2009a) .
Notwithstanding the broad net the current research set for relevant scholarly work, this researcher found only a few peer-reviewed articles between 2015 and 2019 that featured the keywords "inmate", which would presuppose incarcerated offenders from any correctional facility, and "drug", which would include any type of drug (see Fishbein, Dariotis, Ferguson, & Pickelsimer, 2016; Frank, Dahl, Holm, & Kolind, 2015; Lai, Ling, & He, 2018) Fishbein et. al., (2016) introduced their article on the relationship between traumatic brain injury and illicit drug use and their association with aggression of inmates by asserting, drug abuse, like traumatic brain injury (TBI), has been strongly related to social problems in several settings and populations. Specifically, the authors found that the literature repetitively links drug abuse to aggressive behavior, albeit not directly, in a variety of populations including correctional inmates (Fishbein et al., 2016; see Jane-Llopis & Matytsina, 2006) . Fishbein et al., (2016) reported that about 50 percent of all inmates in the United States meet the criteria for drug abuse while the same criteria for the general U.S. population shows the drug-abusing populace to be less than about 1.5 percent. Drug abusers can impede their responsivity to treatment for aggression (Graham & Cardon, 2008) . Drug abuse has the potential to damage or impair frontal brain neural networks associated with aggression. Drug abuse may also encourage engagement in risky decision making and disinhibited behaviors (Fishbein et al., 2016) .
Based on interviews of correctional inmates, Fishbein et al., (2016) found that the earlier inmates with TBI started using drugs, the greater the inmates' aggression. This finding suggests that drug use, at least with inmates with early traumatic brain injury, predicts increased aggression. As reported by the authors, one limitation, like that asserted by Connor and Tewksbury (2016) (Frank et al., 2015 ; see Koester, Anderson, & Hoffer, 1999) . Lai et al., (2018) supplied research and a literature review on the exposure to violence among female drug offenders in Taiwan. With respect to physical and sexual abuse, drug and alcohol dependence are associated with physical harms. The authors asserted that drug and alcohol users who abuse are often the catalyst for female drug offenders who were the victims of the abuse. Because they were victims of abuse, the females were more likely to turn to drugs and alcohol. In any event, the authors asserted that, although the female drug offenders turned to drugs because of violence and abuse, this does not mean they will engage in misconduct more than non-drug offending female inmates. Lai et al., (2018) reported that, as suggested by Chen, Lai, and Lin (2014) , drug offenders are less likely to engage in institutional misbehavior than other prisoners. The findings of Chen et al., (2014) are quite different from Steiner & Wooldredge's (2009a , 2009b conclusions that incarceration for drug offenses forecast assaultive misbehavior.
That being said, at least in some correctional institutions in the United States, the literature shows a conceivable relationship between drugs and violence. To be sure, the possible connection merits further investigation.
Purpose of the Study and Research Question
The purpose of the study is to answer the research question. The research question is as follows: Is there a relationship between offenders' drug-related incidents and their incidents of violence?
Hypothesis
There is a significant (alpha level = .05) positive correlation between the number of drugrelated incident reports in the target jail system (as measured by the frequency of drug-related reports) and the number of violent incident reports in the same jail system (as measured by the frequency of battery reports).
Null Hypothesis
There is not a significant (alpha level = .05) positive correlation between the number of drug-related incident reports in the target jail system (as measured by the frequency of drugrelated reports) and the number of violent incident reports in the same jail system (as measured by the frequency of battery reports).
Method
This researcher collected data using a deputy report writing system (DRWS). The system allows for the exact collection of data about deputy sheriff reports in the target population.
Specifically, this researcher collected and analyzed data, using an Excel's Statistical Analysis Tool, about the number of deputy reports documenting battery incidents among inmates (e.g., assault and battery), resisting incidents (e.g., delay correctional staff and resist officer), drugrelated incidents (e.g., possession of drugs/ alcohol and found narcotic reports), crisis intervention incidents (e.g., attempt suicide and harm-to-others due to mental illness), and miscellaneous reports (e.g., theft and vandalism). Except for confidential reports (reports that are not open to the public) and supplemental reports (follow-up reports for original incidents), this study examined all reports generated by deputy sheriffs in the correctional setting, for the target population, over a 27-week period. The target population for the study are adult inmates inside one Southwestern jail system in the United States.
Ethical Considerations
An Institutional Review Board approved this study. The current research was an analysis of existing data. This study counted the number of reports deputies generated and grouped each report under one of five incident categories for analysis. This study did not collect any names of inmates or correctional staff. This research also did not collect any information that could directly or indirectly link anyone to an incident reportsuch as case numbers, employee/ badge numbers, or booking numbers. The researcher did not obtain identifiable confidential information about human subjects. Furthermore, the researcher excluded all confidential reports. This study also did not supply the name of the county sheriff department or related courthouses in the current work. The research limited the current investigation to the quantitative examination of the frequency of deputy-generated reports (DR) with a specific emphasis on the number of battery and drug-related reports so that the researcher was able to run informative statistical analyses, answer the research question, and address the congruent research hypothesis to benefit the scientific community and Criminal Justice practitioners who supervise inmates.
Summary and Statistics
From November 2017 to May 2018, a 27-week period, the jail system generated 1,800 reports at an average of 66.7 incident reports per week. Of those reports (see Table   1 ), about 34.72 percent of them were violent or involved unwanted touching such as battery, assaults, sexual assaults, assaults with a deadly weapon, and attempted murder (categorized as "battery"). Resisting officer/ staff offenses such as substantial failure to follow lawful directions (categorized as "resist") represented about 5.11 percent of the reports. Drugrelated reports such as being under the influence of drugs, creating alcohol, and hiding drugs 
Descriptive Statistics Analysis: Anova
This researcher completed an analysis of variance (Anova). The F ratio (31.229) indicated that the mean of one or more of the report types (battery, resist, drug-related, crisis, and miscellaneous), was significantly (p < .001) different than one or more of the other report categories (see Table 3 ). This researcher investigated the data more closely by running a series of t-tests. Because this researcher tested the significance with multiple comparisons, this researcher made the alpha level .05 significance tests more stringent by using the Bonferroni technique. Using the Bonferroni technique helps one to avoid the increased risk of type 1 error that may occur from making multiple comparisons (Vogt, 2005) . 
t-Tests with Bonferroni Technique
According to a series of t-tests using the Bonferroni technique, deputies, on average, generated significantly (p < .001) more battery reports M = 4.63 (SD = 5.48) than resist reports M = .68 (SD = 1.48), drug-related reports M = 2.14 (SD = 3.18), and crisis reports M = 1.39 (SD = 2.16). However, although there were numerically more battery reports than miscellaneous reports M = 4.5 (SD = 4.85), the difference between the means of battery reports and miscellaneous reports was not statistically significant (alpha = .05).
The t-tests with the Bonferroni technique also showed that deputies generated significantly (p < .001) more miscellaneous reports per week than resist reports M = .68 (SD = 1.48), drug-related reports M = 2.14 (SD = 3.18), and crisis reports M = 1.39 (SD = 2.16).
Deputies also generated significantly (p < .001) more drug-related reports M = 2.14 (SD = 3.18) per week than resist reports M = .68 (SD = 1.48). Further, deputies generated significantly (p = Running head: THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN DRUG-RELATED
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.001) more crisis reports M = 1.39 (SD = 2.16) per week than resist reports M = .68 (SD = 1.48). Finally, deputies generated significantly (p < .05) more crisis reports M = 1.39 (SD = 2.16) than resist reports M = .68 (SD = 1.48).
Hypothesis Test Result: Finding
Based on a Pearson's r correlation analysis (see Table 4 ), there is a strong and statistically significant (alpha level = .05) positive correlation between the number of drug-related incident reports and the number of battery incident reports r (133) = .81, p < .001. In other words, the more deputies reported drug-related incident reports the more they generated violent incident reports. Therefore, this researcher rejects the null hypothesis in favor of the research hypothesis. The result of this study supports that there is a relationship between offenders' drug-related incidents and their incidents of inmateon-inmate violence. 
Correlations: Other Findings
As shown in a second Pearson's r correlation analysis (see Table 5 ), there is a significant positive correlation between the number of resist incident reports and the number of battery incident reports r (133) = .60, p < .001. The more deputies reported incidents of inmates resisting or delaying officers the more they generated violent incident reports. This result suggests that there is a relationship between offenders' resisting deputies and inmate-oninmate violence. Another Pearson's r correlation analysis (see Table 6 ) shows that there is a significant positive correlation between the number of crisis incident reports and the number of battery incident reports r (133) = .68, p < .001. That is, the more deputies reported incidents of inmates having mental illness related to suicide or harm to others the more they generated violent incident reports. This result shows that there is a relationship between offenders' incidents of crisis intervention and violence among inmates. Based on a fourth Pearson's r correlation analysis (see Table 7 ), there is a significant positive correlation between the number of miscellaneous incident reports and the number of battery incident reports r (133) = .79, p < .001. That is, the more deputies reported miscellaneous incidents (such as theft, destruction of county property, and graffiti) the more they generated violent incident reports. This result supports that there is a relationship between offenders' miscellaneous inmate crime and inmate-on-inmate violence. 
Correlations: General Incidents and Violence
There is also a significant (p < .001) positive correlation between a combination of drug-related, resist, crisis, and miscellaneous reports and the number of battery incident reports (see Table 8 ). In other words, the more deputies reported drug-related, resist, crisis, and miscellaneous reports the more they also generated battery reports, r (133) = .88, p < .001. This finding shows that there is a relationship between general incidents and inmate-on-inmate violence. Although there are multiple correlations for violent incident reports, drug-related reports best accounted for battery reports (see Table 9 ). Resist This researcher noted that drug-related reports also had a statistically significant and positive correlation to crisis reports and miscellaneous reports. As this article presented in Table   9 , drug-related incidents had a moderate correlation with resist (r = .57). Drug-related explained 32 percent of the variability in resist reports (r-squared = .324). In addition, miscellaneous incidents showed a strong correlation with drug-related reports (r = .71). Miscellaneous reports explained 50 percent of the variability in drug-related reports (r-squared = .504).
This study found more statistically significant correlations as well. Namely, crisis and resist had a weak to moderate correlation (r = .45). Crisis explained 20 percent of the variability in resist reports (r-squared = .202). Crisis and drug-related had a moderate correlation (r = .57). Crisis explained 32 percent of the variability in drug-related reports (r-squared = .324). Miscellaneous and resist had a moderate to strong correlation (r = .61). Miscellaneous explained 37 percent of the variability in resist reports (r-squared = .372). Finally, miscellaneous and crisis had a moderate correlation (r = .57).
Miscellaneous explained 32 percent in the variability of crisis incidents (r-squared = .324). This research also found a significant and positive correlation between drug-related incidents and resist incidents. In addition, the current research found a significant and positive correlation between drug-related incidents and crisis incidents. The more deputies reported drugrelated incidents the more they generated resist reports. The more deputies reported drug-related incidents the more they generated crisis incident reports.
Although this researcher found that drug-related incidents had a relationship with resist incidents and crisis incidents, the relationship is not as strong as that of drug-related incidents and battery incidents. Drug-related incidents had a moderate correlation with resist and explained only 32 percent of the variability in the number of resist reports.
Miscellaneous incidents showed a strong correlation with the number of drug-related reports but explained only 50 percent of the variability. When using the number of drugrelated incidents as a variable, there are certainly positive correlations that included resist incidents and crisis reports. However, when this researcher compared the frequency of drug-related incidents with these other variables, the researcher found that the strongest correlation was between drug-related incidents and battery incidents.
This study also found a significant and positive correlation between more variables. This research found a significant and positive correlation between crisis incidents and resist incidents. In addition, the current research found a significant and positive correlation between miscellaneous incidents and resist incidents. Furthermore, the current research found a significant and positive correlation between miscellaneous incidents and crisis incidents. The more deputies reported crisis incidents the more they generated resist reports. The more deputies reported miscellaneous incidents the more they generated resist incident reports. Finally, the more deputies reported miscellaneous incidents the more they generated crisis incident reports.
Although this researcher found a correlation between crisis and resist reports, and miscellaneous and resist reports, and miscellaneous and crisis reports, none of these correlations were as strong as the relationship between drug-related reports and battery incidents.
Namely, crisis and resist had a weak to moderate correlation and explained only 20 percent of the variability in resist reports. Miscellaneous and resist had a moderate to strong correlation and explained only 37 percent of the variability in resist reports. Finally, miscellaneous and crisis had a moderate correlation and explained only 32 percent in the variability in crisis incidents. In any case, this researcher found that the strongest relationship among all the related variables was the relationship between the number of drug-related incidents and the number of battery incidents.
Limitations
This study had several limitations. First, this researcher used archival data from only adult inmates in one Southwestern county jail system. Therefore, these findings, on their own, may not apply to juveniles and inmates from other jurisdictions. Second, this study's findings in the current research was based on the researcher's analysis of existing datadeputy incident reports. The accuracy of the findings is based on the accuracy of the incident reports. Deputies may not have been able to document all incidents or may have been unable to determine the facts that would support a correct conclusion about the type of incidents investigated. Furthermore, inmate victims or witnesses may have chosen not to report incidents to deputies. In addition, inmates may have conveyed some incidents to deputies incorrectly. Third, the current study did not control for demographics such as age, race, or sex. This researcher ensured that Inmates, for ethical reasons, were completely anonymous. This researcher recorded no demographics. Finally, this research limited the current study to the quantitative examination of the frequency of deputy-generated reports. Thus, the current research lacks the typical benefits of narrative research, phenomenology, ethnography, or other qualitative inquiries (see Creswell, 2007) .
Conclusion
The result of this study supports that there is a relationship between offenders' drug-related incidents and their incidents of battery. There is a strong and statistically significant positive correlation between the number of drug-related incident reports and the number of battery incident reports. In other words, the more deputies reported drugrelated incidents the more they also reported violent inmate-on-inmate incidents.
Consequently, this researcher rejected the null hypothesis in favor of the research hypothesis. Although this research revealed many other significant correlations, the strongest relationship among all correlated variables examined in this research was between the number of drug-related incidents and the number of battery incidents.
